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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreennent was reached, or any other comments: On 9/25/03, Mr. Ladwig called to discuss the after final response. 
The Examiner indicated that claims drawn to a method of transplantation will stand rejected because they encompass 
the germ cells taught by Hardley et al as the therapeutic cells in the biochamber. Even though Hardley et al did not 
explicitly teach transplantation of the Sertoli cell and germ cell complex, the study is for successfully culturing germ 
cells ex vivo, and it indicates the motivation for transplantation of germ cells for therapeutic purpose. iVIr. Ladwig 
agreed to discuss the issue with the applicants. On 9/29/03, Mr. Ladwig called to authorize the Examiner's amendment 
for amending claim 50 and dependent claims limiting the type of therapeutic cells in the biochamber . 
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